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Senator: 3^ T” 2 2^ n 

« = I ^ 

Attached hereto is the ^information left-'with me by Mr. I^rold 
Weisberg, w^o you will remen^er is the criti^ of the Warren Commissi 
who met youj^riefly in the Ifell a week or so^go. Q 

C_ tj 

If theRcopy of th^tl*?rawpiS|i« or minute§ attached is th^only 
record in tgc Archives QDn what tifcn&pired at^jhhe September l^ meet- 

ing, it would appear tdf^lMMua rtwaitrj sejrious maiter. Clearly, l^ere 

are verbatiS transcript availabi /or the o|her sessions of'ahe 



Commission.-- The treat: 



exceptions' to the first pi^posed 



draft of the' report are obviously inadequate-since no real motion i 
made of them^ in the attacheci:; copy. You will note that Weisbe^ has 
included a fflopy of the lett^ to him from the. Archivist of tlte Unite 
States unde^ date of May 20^ of this year a^d in the third ^ra- 
graph of tl^t letter the st^ement is made verbatim tran:^ript 

of the Exec;^ive Session of September 18, 19B4 is known to b^ among 
the recordsiTpf the Commissic§i. " The only explanation of thi^which 
I can think^f is perhaps tlife verbatim transcript is still ci^ssifie 
and not avaa^lable at all. ^isberg requested that if you hav^ suffi 
ent interes1< in this matter ^o make an ef for"^ to see the recc^ds in 
the Archive^, that you let l^m know first begause he says he rhas 
some other Conformation whicli he knows you wog-ld want to see Irefore g 
to the trouble of making a cfentact at the Archives. c 

S ^ 2 

With reference to his ^neral criticisn^ of the Commiss§>n, he 
left with m^ four books whi^ he has written§and which have bfeen 
published critical of the C^pmission and I have scanned them ^11 and 
completely pcead the first oife which was the pnly one that received 
very wide d^semination. H;^ work is schola'^y and evidence^ a 
tremendous ^ount of researcSi. His basic approach is not to ^ry to 
prove that Oswald was innoc&t although acceptance of his inferences 
etc., lead ^ that conclusic». p -■ 

3- 3 ^ 

n> :z- c zr 

His me3;hod is to restr&t his criticisn^i to the actual iijfer- 

mation whicg the Commission rhad and he is critical of the Commission 

only to thecrdegree that it (^legated too heayily to the staf£. One 

of his strongest points of (feparture with thl Commission is oh the 

number of s^ots fired and which shots hit^Connally and/or o" 

the President. He complete!^ agrees with yofir thesis that n<2T one 

shot hit bo|:h President and ^he Governor. Be apparently believes 
there^were at least fcmr shots fired aj&d probably moreg thus 

destroying ' the possibility 'that Oswald actei alone and independent! 
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Two statements in his book which perhaps are of interest to 
you are on page 188 in his conclusions; 

"The Senators who questioned Marina Oswald at 
that mysterious Sunday night hearing in September, 

1964 have serious doubts about the report that 
were confirmed by her performance," 

Also; 

"To anyone with any experience in investigation 
or analysis, the most incredible part of the 
Commission ' s inquiry is its complete lack of 
question or criticism of the police. It just 
is not possible that the police are as incompetent 
as this record shows . " 

Weisberg was at one time a Senate investigator and, through 
research, he has apparently become very knowledgable on all aspects 
of the Kennedy Assassination. 

I have any of his books which you may wish to see. 
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